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Telecommunication UtilitiesUnder
| PUC Rate Jurisdiction

Albion TelephoneCorp (ATC)
PO.Box 98

Albion, Idaho 83311-0098
208/675-5335

CambridgeTdephoneCompany
PO.Box 86

Cambridge, |daho 83610-0086
208/257-3314

CenturyTd of Idaho, Inc.
PO.Box 1007

Salmon, 1daho 83467
208/756-3300

CenturyTe of theGem Sate, Inc.
PO.Box 9901

805 Broadway

Vancouver, Washington 98668
360/905-5800

111 A Street

Cheney, Washington 99114
509/235-3170

Frontier, A CitizensCommunications
Company

4 Triad Center, Suite 220

Salt Lake City, Utah 84180
801/321-6602

PO.Box 926

201 LenoraStreet

McCall, Idaho 83638

208/634-6150

I nland TdlephoneCompany
103 South Second Street
PO.Box 171

Roslyn, Washington 98941
509/649-2211

Fremont Telecom, Inc.
110 E. Main Street

St. Anthony, 1daho 83445
208/624-7300

MidvaleTelephoneExchange, I nc.
PO.Box 7

Midvale, |daho 83645-0007
208/355-2211

Verizon Northwes, Inc.

17933 N.W. Evergreen Parkway
PO.Box 1100

Beaverton, Oregon 97075
503/629-2281

208/765-4351 (Coeur d' Alene)
800/483-4100 (Moscow)
208/263-0557, Ext. 204 (Sandpoint)

Oregon-ldaho Utilities, Inc.

PO.Box 190310

Rincon Station

San Francisco, California94119-0310
415/597-7811

714 Main Street

PO.Box 1406

Caldwell, 1daho 83605

208/454-7800

PineTelephone System, Inc.
PO.Box 706

Halfway, Oregon 97834
541/742-2201

Potlatch Telephone Company
PO.Box 138

702 E. Main Street

Kendrick, Idaho 83537-0138
208/835-2211

Rockland Telephone Company, I nc.
PO.Box 269

147 W. 4th Avenue

Rockland, Idaho 83271
208/548-2345

Rural TdephoneCompany
704 W. Madison Avenue
GlennsFerry, |daho 83623
208/366-2614

Silver Sar Telephone Company,
Inc.

PO.Box 226

Freedom, Wyoming 83120
307/883-2411

Troy TelephoneCompany
PO.Box 138

702 E. Main Street
Kendrick, 1daho 83837-0138
208/835-2211

Teton Tdecom Communications
PO.Box 900

Driggs, |daho 83422
208/354-3300

Qwest Communications
North and South Idaho
PO.Box 78838(83723)
999 Main Street

Boise, Idaho 83702
800/244-1111

2003

ANNUAL REPORT

IDAHOPUBLICUTILITIESCOMMISSION

Page46




| daho Tdlecommunications

Developing Competition

Competition may finaly beemergingin Idaho, asthenumber of custom-
ersselecting acompetitive carrier started to increase significantly at the close of
thisfiscal year. It hasnow been morethan seven years sincethe passage of the
federal TelecommunicationsAct of 1996 madeit lega for competitionto de-
velopfor local exchange services, but making competition legal did not makeit
happenimmediately. After aninitid stageof optimism, competitiveactivity in
|daho stalled, caught inthe general economic downturnthat nearly dedlt the
competitivetelecommunications sector adeadly blow. However, intheclosing
monthsof theyear, the number of Qwest customersselecting an dternative
provider increased S gnificantly, possibly sgnaing thestart of acompetitive
future, at least for some parts of |daho.

Although regulatory barriersto competition in Idaho have been elimi-
nated, many |daho consumerstill do not have achoice, and those who do have
choicesarenot enjoying thefull advantagesof competition envisioned by
Congress. Market forces, and not legal or regulatory barriers, arethe primary
factorsleading to the dlow progress of competitionin ldaho. Theldaho Public
Utilities Commission approved 15 more applicationsfor Certificatesof Public
Convenience and Necessity to provide competitivelocal exchangeservice
during theyear covered by thisreport, and had granted atotal of 58 companies
with certificatesby June 30, 2002. However, only ahandful of these competi-
tiveloca exchange companies (CLECs) had madethemarket decisionto
actually provide serviceto ldaho customers.

Intheyear covered by thisreport, the commission a so approved more
than 65 interconnection agreements and amendmentsto previous agreements
between incumbent tel ephone compani esand competitors, including those
providing wirelessor paging services. Theseagreementsspecify thetermsand
conditionsfor connecting one company’s system to the others so that callsmay
transfer seamlesdy from one company tothenext. They asoincludetheterms
and conditionsunder which anincumbent will sall itsservices, or theindividua
network elementsthat CLEC’smay useto provide competitive serviceswithout
duplicatingtheexistingfacilities.

Theldaho TelecommunicationsAct of 1988 alowed tel ephone compa-
niesto elect modified regulationfor al but basicloca exchangeserviceto
customerswith fiveor fewer linesat onelocation. U SWEST chosepartia
deregulation under Title 62 for itsterritory in southern Idaho, beginning April 1,
1989. All telecommuni cations companiesthat only providelong distance ser-
vicesa so come under theprovisionsof Title62. Thesecompaniesset their own
pricesandfilepricelistswith the commissonersfor informal purposes.

IDAHOPUBLICUTILITIESCOMMISSION

Competitive L ocal
Exchange Carrier
Certificates

Approvedin FYQ03
15

Total Approved
(asof 7/1/03)
58

A list of companies
issued certificatesto
providebasiclocal
exchange serviceis
availableat
www.puc.gateid.us/
FILEROOM/
UTILITIESpdf

| nter connection
Agreements

Agreementsor
Amendments
Approved in FY02
67
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Approximately 400
companieshad Title
62 pricelistson file
with theCommission
at theend of June,
2002.
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Approximately 400 long distance companieshavepricelistisonfilewith
thecommission, athough the number actudly providing serviceto Idaho
customersisestimated to beonly afraction of that. After yearsof increasing
growthinthenumber of pricelistsonfile, thisnumber remained relatively stable
the past threeyears. Thegeneral economic downturn and the acute downturn
inthetechnical sector wasvisible herewith the number of new filingsmatched
by the number of pricelistswithdrawn dueto mergers, bankruptciesand
decisionsto cease operationsin Idaho.

Servicesprovided by thenew CLECsarenot rate-regulated, but, in
accordancewiththe provisionsof Title 62, are subject to thecommission’s
rules. Telecommunicationscompaniesnot providing basicloca service, suchas
along distance company, are al so not subj ect to rate-setting authority of Title
61, but must comply with Title 62 rules. Upon complaint, thecommission may
hold hearingsand order changesif the publicinterest isadversely affected, and
may resol ve disputes between companies. Title 62 regul ationsrequirethat price
listsbefiled with thecommission.

Commission staff reviewed morethan 450 pricelistsor revisonsto
pricelistsduring theyear. Whilethe commission doesnot review the actual
pricesinthepricelists, staff checksthetermsand conditionsof the pricelist for
compliancewith applicable commission rules. Thecommission retainsthe
authority toreview thequality, availability, termsand conditionsof service
offered by economically deregul ated Title 62 companies.

Until thecommission determinesthat incumbent local exchange compa:
nies (ILEC) face effective competition throughout an exchange, basiclocal
exchange service provided by an ILEC to residential and small businesscus-
tomersremainsunder the commission’sTitle 61 rate-setting authority. Qwest
sought price deregul ation of itsseven largest exchanges, claiming competition
fromwireless providersmet the criteriafor effective competition (See QWE-T-
02-25.).

Morethan 75 tariff revisionsfor priceregulated serviceswerereviewed
and approved by the commission during thisyear. Most of theseinvolved the
introduction of new vertical or advanced servicesor adjustmentsto pricesor
feesmade necessary by ordersof the Federal Communi cations Commission or
IPUC orders.
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L ocal exchange companies

In addition to the North Idaho service areaof Qwest which remainsfully
regulated and subject to the provisionsof Title61, thereare 16 other local
exchange companieswhose servicesarestill fully regulated by the commission.
Qwest’s Southern Idaho operating company isby far thelargest local exchange
company, with morethan 67 percent of the customer lines (approximately
500,000) inthe state. Verizonisadistant second, with nearly 130,000 access
lines (about 18 percent). The Qwest North serviceareaisthethird largest, with
36,000, or 5 percent.

Frontier, formerly known as Citizens, isIdaho’sthird largest local
exchange carrier with morethan 20,000 accesslines (3 percent). Fourteen other
regul ated tel ecommuni cations companies a so serve ldaho residents, aswell as
six mutual or cooperative companies. These 20 companiesservetheremaining 7
percent.

C Ti
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CenturyTe of Idaho
Ave. Residential Rate
=$21.75
+$3.50rural adder
Ave. Business Rate
=$39.77
+$3.50rural adder

CenturyTe of the
Gem Sate
Ave. Residential Rate
=$24.10
+$3.50rural adder
Aver age Business
Rate
= $39.77
+$3.50rural adder

Telephone
and Data
Systams, Ingc.

=l
TDS

Potlatch Telephone
Company
Ave. Residential Rate
=$12.17
Business Rate
=$18.20

Ave.

Teton
Communications
Ave. Residential Rate
=%$24.10
Ave. Business Rate
=$42.00
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Qwest

Qwest South
Ave. Residential Rate
=$17.15
Ave. Business Rate
=$32.02

U SWEST North
Ave. Residential Rate
=$15.51
Ave. Business Rate
=$29.38

44 MTE
AVAVA
Midvale Telephone
Exchange
Ave. Residential Rate
=$22.48

Ave. Business Rate
=$40.91

Fremont Telcom
Company
Ave. Residential Rate
=%$24.10
Ave. Business Rate
=$42.00
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Telecommunications Case Reviews

QWEST PETITION FOR DEREGULATION DENIED
CaseNo. QWE-T-02-25, Order No. 29360

Theldaho Public UtilitiesCommission denied apetition by Qwest
Corporation to deregulate pricing of local tel ephoneratesin seven urban areas
insouthern Idaho. Had the commission granted the petition, Qwest would have
been abletoincrease or decrease basic loca exchangeratesin those seven
areaswithout commission approval.

Theldaho TelecommunicationsAct saysthe commission shall cease
regulating basicloca exchange rateswhen theincumbent tel ephone corporation
—inthiscase, Qwest —can show that effective competition existsfor local
caling. Qwest maintained that anumber of cellular (wireless) telephone provid-
ersintheBoise, Nampa, Meridian, Caldwell, Twin Falls, Pocatello and Idaho
Falsareasoffer effective competition to Qwest’slandline service.

“Thecommission was hot persuaded by Qwest’sevidencethat cellular
serviceeffectively competesfor loca service customersof Qwest’swireline
sarvice,” thecommission said. “ On the evidence presented to us, we cannot
findthat cell phonesarefunctionaly equivalent and competitively priced to
Qwedt’slocd service.”

Qwest cited theresults of aFederal Communications Commission
study indicating that 3to 5 percent of wireline customers nationwide are replac-
ing their landline phonewith awireless phone. But Qwest did not show that
those numbers apply to Qwest exchanges here, thecommission said. Eveniif
they did apply to Idaho, “ subgtitution rates of 3to 5 percent do not demon-
sratethat cell phone serviceeffectively completeswithwirelineservice.”

Thecommissionsaiditsconclusionissimilar to onereached by the
FCCinitsAug. 21 Triennia Review Order which said, “ Neither wirelessnor
cablehasblossomed into afull subgtitutefor wirelinetelephony.”

Thecommissionsaidit aso had apublicinterest concernregarding the
potential for Qwest rateincreases. “ Nowherein the record does Qwest con-
tenditisconsidering loweringitsbasiclocd serviceratesastheresult of
compstitive pressureit currently facesfrom cellular service.”

In amotionto re-open therecord after the official caserecord had
closed, Qwest volunteered to forego rate increasesthrough 2004 and then limit
itsrateincreasesto $6.60 per month for residential customersand $9.49 per
month for small-business customersthrough 2007. “Thepublicinterest is
served if basic serviceratesare deregul ated only when effective competitive
forcesexist to protect customersfrom monopoly pricing,” thecommission said.
“Inthat environment, it would not be necessary for Qwest to volunteer to limit
increasesinitslocd servicerates.”

Commissionerscited exhibitsin the casethat show wirelessplansare
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priced from $3.95 per month to $58.67 per month higher than Qwest’sbasic
local service. Those cell phone pricesdo not includethe $1.50 per month for

directory listing or feesfor 911 serviceand number portability, al of whichwill
soon appear on cell phoneservicehills.

The commission agreed withintervening partiesin the casswho main-
tained that cdllular serviceisnot yet “functiondly equivaent” towirelinetechnol-
ogy, asisrequired by state statute. For example, cell phonesare not yet
equipped to handle multiple extensionsaswould berequired at asmall business
or “roll over” featuresthat alow anincoming call onany of severd locd lines
servingasmall business. Further, cell phonescannot providefacsimile capabili-
tiesand only very limited Internet functionswith research features.

Much of the case dedlt with two different interpretations Section 62-
622(3) of Idaho Code. Qwest maintained the L egidatureintended to alow for
deregulationif competition for basic voice service existswithin an areaand that
functionsother than voi ce service, such asfacsmileor Internet technol ogy, were
irrelevant tothe case.

However, thecommission, citing legidativeintent language, ruled that
“actua competition means morethan the mere presence of acompetitor” and
needsto be* substantiveand meaningful,” offering servicefunctionssmilar
enoughtowirdinethat customersarewilling and ableto switchtoacd lular
serviceasasubstituteto basiclocal service.

The commission acknowledged Qwest exhibitsthat show anincreasein
cell phone customersand asmall decreasein the number of local servicelinesin
six of the seven exchanges. However, Qwest presented no evidenceto show a
correlation between thetwo, thecommission said.

“Qwest candidly admitted it ‘ never attempted to provideapreciseloss
of linesattributabletowirelesscompetition,’ ” thecommisson said. A PUC steff
witnesstestified that while Qwest lost 14,000 accesslinessince 2000, it gained
13,000 high-speed Internet (DSL ) lines, indicating alarge number of customers
who converted second phonelineswith DSL lines. RevenuesfromDSL linesare
congderably higher than from avoicegradeline, according to commission staff.

The order also deniesamotion made by Qwest onAug. 14 tore-open
the caserecord, which had been closed on July 11. Qwest’smotion sought to
fundamentally change the case from aprice deregulation caseto apilot project
with price capsin the seven urban exchanges.

Public workshopsand hearing regarding Qwest’sorigina application
wereheldin Pocatello, Twin Fallsand Boise. The commission received written
commentsfrom 38 customersand two organizations. Three customers sup-
ported Qwest’s proposa and the two organi zations, the Twin Falls Chamber of
Commerce and the Boise Metro Chamber of Commerce, al so expressed
support.

Most customers oppos ng Qwest’spetition cited affordablerates,
especially for senior citizensand low-income customerswho want basictele-
phone service without the extrasthat comewith “ packages’ offered by Qwest
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SILVER STAR
- TELEPHONE COMPANY

Ntions| Telacommunications Network

Ave. Residential Rate
=%$24.10
Business Rate
=%$42.00

Ave.

Direct
Communications
Ave. Residential Rate
=%$24.10
Ave. Business Rate
=$42.00

ATC
(Albion Telephone
Company)
Residential = $24.10
Business = $42.00

Cambridge
Telephone Company
Ave. Residential Rate
=$24.10
Ave. Business Rate
=$42.00
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verizon
Ave. Residential Rate
=$18.92

Ave. Business Rate
=$36.19

Oty
OREGON-IDAHO UTILITIES, INC.

Ave. Residential Rate
=$15.77
Ave. Business Rate
=$27.75

Inland Telephone
Company
Ave. Residential Rate
=$21.63
Ave. Business Rate
= $40.68

CITIZENS

COmmILTICRE oS

Ave. Residential Rate
=$17.50
Ave. Business Rate
=$35.10
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andwirelesscompanies,

Copiesof thecommission’sorder aswell asother documentsrelated to
the case are avail able on the commission’sWeb siteat www.puc.state.id.us.
Click on*FileRoom,” and then on, “ Telecommunication Cases,” and scrol|
down to Case No. QWE-T-02-25.

September 26, 2003

TOLL RESTRICTION SETTLEMENT APPROVED
CaseNo. QWE-T-03-15, Order No. 29337

Theldaho Public Utilities Commission accepted a settlement between
the Qwest Corporation and commission staff that increasestheratefor toll
restriction service, but movesthe service under commissionregulationand
removesingallation feesfor resdential customers.

Toll restriction prohibitsaccessto long distance carriersonany lineon
whichitisinstalled. Qwest hasmorethan 38,000 toll restriction customersin
Idaho. A typicdl toll restriction customer would be aparent with ateenlinewho
doesn’t want long-distance calsmadefrom that line. Other toll restriction
customersincludethosewho arelow income or those who have had trouble
making long-distance paymentsin the past but want to retain aphonelinefor
local callsonly. The settlement promotesuniversal serviceby allowing low-
income customersor customerswith difficultiesmaking past paymentsto obtain
locdl calling service without having to makeadeposit.

Theorder, effective Oct. 1, meansthat toll restriction will nolonger be
deregulated. Asaderegul ated service, Qwest would have been abletoincrease
or decreasefeesfor the service without commission approval.

Aspart of the settlement, the monthly feefor resdential customerswho
want toll restrictionincreasesfrom 25 centsto 75 cents. For businesslines, the
monthly feeincreasesfrom $1 to $2. L ow-income customerswho quaify under
thestate'sLifeline programwill not be charged for toll restriction.

The settlement also removestheresidential installation feefor the
service, which was $24 in Qwest’ snorthern Idaho territory and $13.50in
southern Idaho. For businesslines, theinstallation feewill be $13.50.

The settlement was approved on a2-1 vote by the commission, with
Commissioner Marsha Smith dissenting. Smith concurred with themagjority that
the service should beregulated, but did not agreewiththedecisontoraisethe
monthly fee.

“Although | recogni zethat the approved rates arelow when compared
totheratesin other states, | believethat customers should not haveto pay to
block their accesstolong-distance carriers,” Smith said.

Theresidential rateisthelowest inthe 12 stateswhere Qwest hasatoll
restrictionfee.
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Idaho’s Universal Service Fund

Telephone companiesoperating in Idaho have been required since July
1988to contributeto aUniversa Service Fund (USF) to ensurethat the high
costsof small telephone companiesdo not result in ratesthat exceed the
statewide average by morethan 25 percent. Theselocal and long distance
companiesare permitted to recover their contributionsfrom local and long-
distance customers. Local exchange companiesmay apply for assistancefrom
thisfund. They must submit proof to the commission that when they set their
local ratesat 125 percent of the statewide average, they still do not fully re-
cover their cost of providinglocal service. Thecommission eval uatesthe
circumstancesand determineswhether and for what amount the company may
receiveUniversd Servicefunds.

L ong distance companies connecting in-statelong distancecallsin
|daho arerequired to remit a0.25 cent ($0.0025) surchargefor eachin-state
long distance minute. Those companiesare al so required to submit periodic
reportsdetailing their minutesof in-statetoll usage. Loca exchange companies
arerequired to remit on amonthly basis8 cents (residential) and 13 cents
(business) for each line served. Theseratesdid not changethisfiscal year.

Universal ServiceFund Facts
July 1, 2002 -- June 30, 2003
Residential Business Toll Access

Satewideaverage $17.58 $31.52 $0.0525
125 per cent of aver age $21.98 $39.40
Monthly surchargerate $0.08/line $0.13/line
L D/WATSsurchargerate $0.0025/min
FundActivity
Balance 7/01/02 $ 646,286
Collections Disbur sements
Locd Surcharge  $902,422 ATC $514,238
Toll Surcharge $752,894 Cambridge $167,381
Totd $1,655,316 DirectComm  $110,081
InterestEarned  $ 18,901 Fremont $43,161
Inland $362,366
Co. Dishursements$1,898,303 Midvde $221,847
Admirn/Amort/ $ 11,600 Rurd $316,128
Bank/Brkr Siver Star $163,101
T-Note $255,880 $1,898,303

Balance 6/30/03 $ 666,480
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I TSAP

Summary
Jan, 02 - Dec, 02

CreditsProvided

|daho Share
=$1,159,039

Federal Match
=$3,224,169

Total Value
of Credits
= $4,383,208

Fund Balance

Asof 12/31/02
=$18,371.13
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March 26, 2003
FEETOAIDLOW-INCOME IDAHOANSINCREASES
CaseNo. GNR-T-03-12, Order No. 29214

A surchargeonal residentia, wirelessand businessphonelineswill
increasefrom 10 cents per line per month to 12 centseffective May 1, 2003.

Theldaho Telephone ServiceAssistance Program (ITSAP), com-
monly referredtoasa“lifeling” program, providescreditstolow income
househol dsto assist them to obtain and maintain tel ephone service. Because
theva ue of telephone serviceincreases asmore househol ds have atel ephone,
asmall contribution from all non-participating householdsisused tofundthis
program. Inresponseto federal changesto the program, theldaho L egidature
opened the programto all low-income households.

Thecreditsinclude $3.50 per month per household in state funds, plus
$3.50in matching fundsfrom thefederal government. In addition, thefederaly
imposed subscriber line charge of $6.50 iswaived for I TSAP participants. The
combined value of federal and state creditsis $13.50 per month per house-
hold.

The Department of Health and Welfare established and administers
application proceduresand digibility determinations. Utilitiesareprovided alist
of thetelephone numbersfor quaifying householdsand automaticaly provide
qualifying householdswith the credits.

Thecommissionisresponsblefor maintaining thefund and rembursing
thetel ephone companiesfor the cost of providing these credits. Based upon
the estimates of the number of househol dseligiblefor the credits, thecommis-
sion established themonthly surcharge paid by dl telephoneusers, including
wirelesscustomers, at 12 centsper lineeffectiveMay 1, 2003. Theaverage
number of credit recipientsincreased by nearly 15%to over 27,500 as of June
30th.

Thel TSAPsurchargeisassessed on residential, business, and wireless
users. Thegrosssurchargerevenueisnetted against the assistance creditspaid
to digible customersand the company’sadmini strative costs. Grosssurcharge
revenues collected by tel ecommuni cations companies during theyear totaled
$1,243,775,0f which $743,229 (60 percent) was assessed on local exchange
servicesand $500,568 (40 percent) was assessed on wireless/cellular ser-
vices
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Idaho’s Telephone Relay Service

|daho inaugurated tel ephonerelay service (TRS) on Dec. 1, 1992, for
the hearing- and speech-impaired. TRSrequirementswere created by the
Federd Communications Commission under TitlelV of theAmericanswith
DisabilitiesAct of 1990. The 1992 Idaho L egidature established themanner in
which TRS has beenimplemented.

Under Idaho rules, theldaho Public UtilitiesCommission established a
seven-member telephoneindustry committeeto help select and adviseaTRS
administrator. In 1992, the commission appointed Robert Dunbar asitsfirst
TRSadminigrator.

Thispast year, Mr. Dunbar completed thefederally required re-certifi-
cation processfor theldaho relay. Thisprocessisrequired every fiveyearsby
the FCC and addressesthe operational standards, service offeringsand perfor-
mance requirementsof relay service.

In accordancewith an FCC requirement, |daho’sloca exchange

companiesimplemented 711 dialing accessto TRS service on October 1, 2001.

Thisyear, Hamilton Telecommunicationsinititated internet-based rel ay
service. Hamilton Internet Protocol Relay (HIP Relay) isa24-hour servicethat
allowsindividualswho are Deaf, Hard of Hearing or Speech Disabled to use
computersand other web devicesto connect to HIP Relay viathelnternet in
order to placeacall to any standard telephone user, VCO user or HCO user.
Atthistime, NECA reimbursesHamilton for internet relay communication.

A TRScall may beinitiated by atext telephone user or astandard
phoneuser. Thecaller dials 711 or atoll-free number to accessthe TRS center
and reachesa CommunicationsAssistant (CA) whowill processthecall. The
caler givesthe CA thenumber of the person to be called and the CA placesthe
cal. The CA will typeto the person with thetext telephone and speak to the
person with the standard phone, relaying what is spoken/typed by each party.

“Theideaistoalow ascloseto normal telephone serviceaspossible
for hearing- and speech-impaired persons,” according to Dunbar.

Cdlersonly pay thecost of thetelephonecall, asif thecall wasplaced
directly between thetelephones. Long distance callsare billed based upon the
pointsof origination and termination and many long distance companieshill them
onareduced rate basis. No chargeisassessed locd calls.

TRSserviceisavail able statewide and may bereached by voice by
dialing 711 or 1-800-377-1363. Contact with atext-tel ephone operator is
made by dialing 1-800-377-3529. Questions or commentsregarding the use of
TRSmay bedirected from either atext or voicetelephoneto 1-800-368-6185.
Information on ldaho’sTRSprogramisalso availableviathe Internet at:
www.hamilton.net/rday/id/itrshtm

All Idaho loca exchange companiespay 4 centsper accessline per
month. In-state long distance compani es pay $0.0007 per bill minuteto support
the TRS. The commission did not changethisratein 2003.
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